This volume makes an attempt to analyse a whole host of ethical problems in the area of international communication. What is interesting is the unusual variety of issues and fields covered in this book. Sometimes it may seem that they are so far apart that may have little to do with each other. For example, what do problems that college professors encounter when teaching in a foreign country have in common with religious rhetoric, with health communication campaigns or with news coverage of Egyptian traditional rights and ceremonies? But amazingly all of them deal with the same issue -how we make ethical decisions while communicating in an international context.
In other words, the very scope of the problem of international ethics makes it extremely complex. It was a challenge even to just begin working on this issue. But it seems like we have made a good start. Certainly, we only scratched the surface but still managed to address and cover quite a few important areas of international human activities and corresponding ethical problems. In this chapter we will try to briefly summarize the most interesting and important arguments and points raised in the volume, understand what all this may mean and find at least some (even though very tentative) answers to the main ethical questions.
It seems like international ethical problems can be roughly divided into three categories. Philosophical issues deal with deep psychological, cognitive and social dilemmas that occur when people communicate at an international level. Area-specific issues deal with particular fields of international human activities -such as journalism, public relations, education, and political and interpersonal communication. Finally, purely technical dilemmas (such as photo-image manipulation) may also present ethical challenges when one deals with international issues.
The problem is that these categories are not mutually exclusive -they permeate each other. This classification may be better depicted as a pyramid where ethical issues are at the foundation of the entire structure, area-specific problems are the main building blocks of the body and technical dilemmas are just the small tip of the formation.
It will be difficult to analyse this volume category by category because, for example, while discussing problems of political rhetoric we will inevitably stumble into larger philosophical issues, and while discussing technical problems we will actually be addressing area-specific issues. But from the very beginning we tried to structure this book conceptually as an inverted pyramid. We started with general philosophical ideas and then moved towards area-specific and technical dilemmas. So, in this chapter we will go over the entire volume and see what kind of deeper theoretical meaning we can find behind described facts and stories. However, the main problem will be to find a way out of this huge labyrinth of issues. Maybe it is unfeasible, but at least it is worth a try and we may have a lot of fun on our way to this arguably impossible goal. OK, let's start.
Philosophical issues
In Chapter 1, Clifford G. Christians addresses the same issue that was covered in the Introduction to this volume -the philosophical debate between universalists and relativists. And he is also making an attempt at finding a solution to this dilemma. In order to do so, he suggests first divorcing cultural relativism from moral relativism and then finding common (or universal) ethical foundations by using such concepts as protonorms and ethical realism.
However, first he addresses the issue of the narrative. He notices a 'preoccupation with narrative in communication studies', which is not surprising given that narrative is communication. Then, he writes in his chapter: moral values unfold dialectically in human interaction. Ethical understanding is a cultural product. Moral commitments are embedded in the practices of particular social groups and they are communicated through a community's stories. Moral values are situated in the cultural context rather than being anchored by philosophical abstractions. Contextual values replace ethical absolutes. The domain of ethics shifts from principle to story, from formal logic to
